Bear Dave, . 9/19/91 

. When I highlighted the enclose* Post stories on the Middle Mast I'd intended making 

an analysis of the fact a^d. its meaning and of the Post's unfairness and dishonesty as 

well as its departure from traditional American journalism but that will bo too much do 
■fej \lsy^ 

I'm just sending it. I did address one aspect in enclsoed letter to Ignatius. 

■ pj 

Today s is also egregious. Buried in one of the may stories so overwhelmed by ghe 


great and uncritical attention eJr Fuehrer Bush s slapping of Saddam Hussein's wrist- 
with a yellow feather- is the misrepresented and downplayed fact that Baker and Bush have 
come out unequivocally for the return of the Golan heights to Syria. 

Again, what purpose in a conference if all the issues are settled before the conferece 
and as a precondition for it? 

As you will see, the entire top of the front page was on Bush whacking Saddam and the 
space inside the paper is extraordinary. There are three main news sections in today's 
Post. The Syria visit story is in the third and the downplayed return- the- Golan l<mguage 
is there, it was tto. 1 on early-mornign newscasts. A t is that significant. 

I do not know that you have the interest but - 1 - do tkink that the Post' s reporting 
will have historical significance and i fear it may not be all that long before it does. 

I think this also marks the rather overt beginning of the US making any peace confer- 
ence appear to be impossible because of Israel &nd it alone. 

Aside from his other reasons for doing this it is essential to the radically changed 
policy he has initiated. It is Ms covering of Ms own ass along with those of Arab ptbwers. 

To me the press in this is as it was in Hitler's earlier days. I do not mean the Ger- 
man press alone. Ours, too. and England's, etc. 

Then it was prelude to the holocaust. It can be once again. I fear tMs is possible. 

As you may remember I have 'tween for some time. 

What should have been apparent to commentators is that Shamir's policy of making new 
settlements dm the territory not included with 'the state in each and every instance fol- 
lowed and was Ms response to anti-Israel moves by Bush. It is the onlv way he could see 
to make it clear that Israel was not going to repeat the mistakes th-t make Hitler's 
holocaust possible, that he would not be a Judenrat, that Bush may have power but he is not 
going to bend before it and yield again; and it is the only way he could send the same mes- 
sage to the Arab powers. 

I do not like him mid never ha^but in tMs I agree with him. He had no real choice, 
"ush eliminated them as he did the slight chance of the do-called but impossible.- peace 
conference. If Bush did not know it would be impossible, his advisors, especially in CXA 


and State, had to know' ii 


Heil Bush/Baker! 



